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1 )0 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 13 December 2004 . 
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Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is responsive to the Applicant's Response filed on 
12/13/04. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 1 , 1 3, 1 5, 1 6, 1 8, 20, 21 , 29, 31 and 33 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ayyagari et al (20010033554), (prior 
art of record), in view of Wang (6,173,041), (prior art of record). 

-As per claims 11,13,16,18,29 and 3 1 , see figures 1,2,8 and 9, and 
sections [0032]-[0046] and [0065]-[0072], Ayyagari et al discloses a method 
and an associated system for providing service record, comprising a first 
communication device (e.g., PICONET DEVICE 21 5) and a second 
communication device (e.g., PICONET DEVICE 21 5) (see figure 2), the second 
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communication device capable of providing services including modem based 
services using its modem (1 72) (see figure 1 ) to the first communication device 
wherein the method/system comprises: 

step/means of generating by the second communication device, a service 
record identifying modem-based services that can be offered by the second 
communication device to the first communication device if a request or inquiry 
for such modem-based services is made by the first communication device to 
the second communication device (see (800), (810), (81 5) of figure 8). 

Ayyagari et al does not specifically disclose step/means of determining 
whether a proper phone line connection exists in the second communication 
device, however, he discloses the modem-based services requires modem (1 72) 
accessing to an external network through a phone line. 

Wang teaches step/means (10) of determining whether a proper phone 
line connection with a modem exists for the modem accessing to an external 
network through the phone line (see figure 1 , and col. 1 , line 52 to col. 2, line 
55). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious for one skilled in the art, when 
carrying out Ayyagari et al invention, within his skills and upon his design 
preference and/or system requirement, to implement step of determining 
whether a proper phone line connection exists between the phone line and the 
modem, as taught by Wang, so that based on the results of determining 
whether a proper phone line connection exists between the phone line and the 
modem, the second communication device would generate the service record 
identifying modem-based services based on the modem accurately to the first 
communication device. 

-As per claims 1 5, 20 and 33, Ayyagari et al discloses that the services 

could include a LAN access service (see Ayyagari et al, section [0044]). 

-As per claim 21 , Ayyagari et al discloses that communicating the service 

record from the second communication device to the first communication 

device uses short-range wireless communication techniques (BLUETOOTH) (see 

figure 3). 
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4. Claims 1-7, 9, 10, 14, 19, 22-25, 27, 28 and 32 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ayyagari et al (20010033554), (prior 
art of record), in view of Wang (6,1 73,041), (prior art of record), and further in 
view of Williams et al (5,81 5,682), newly-cited. 

-As per claim 1 , see figures 1,2,8 and 9, and sections [0032]-[0046] 
and [0065H0072], Ayyagari et al discloses a method and an associated system 
for providing service record, comprising a first communication device (e.g., 
PICONET DEVICE 215) and a second communication device (e.g., PICONET 
DEVICE 215) (see figure 2), the second communication device capable of 
providing services including modem based services using its modem (172) (see 
figure 1) to the first communication device wherein the method/system 
comprises: 

step/means of generating by the second communication device, a service 
record identifying modem-based services that can be offered by the second 
communication device to the first communication device if a request or inquiry 
for such modem-based services is made by the first communication device to 
the second communication device (see (800), (810), (81 5) of figure 8). 
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Ayyagari et al does not disclose step/means of determining whether a 
proper phone line connection exists in the second communication device. 

Wang teaches step/means (1 0) of determining whether a proper phone 
line connection with a modem exists for the modem accessing to an external 
network through the phone line (see figure 1 , and col. 1 , line 52 to col. 2, line 
55). 

In Ayyagari et al, if the modem-based services requires modem (1 72) 
accessing to an external network through a phone line, it would have been 
obvious for one skilled in the art, when carrying out Ayyagari et al invention, 
within his skills and upon his design preference and/or system requirement, to 
implement step of determining whether a proper phone line connection exists 
between the phone line and the modem, as taught by Wang, so that based on 
the results of determining whether a proper phone line connection exists 
between the phone line and the modem, the second communication device 
would generate the service record identifying modem-based services based on 
the modem accurately to the first communication device. 
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Ayyagari et al in view of Wang does not disclose step/means of 
determining whether a modem is present in the second communication device. 

Williams et al discloses step/means (90, 92, 94) of determining whether 
particular modem(s) for particular applications are present in a communication 
system (see figures 3 and 4A and col. 8, line 1 6 to col. 1 3, line 58). 

Therefore, for an application, it would have been obvious for one skilled 
in the art when carrying out Ayyagari et al invention in view of Wang, within his 
skills and upon his design preference and/or system requirement, to 
implement, in Ayyagari et al invention in view of Wang, step/means of 
determining whether particular modem(s) for particular applications are present 
in be performed by the second communication device, as taught by Williams et 
al, to confirm the existence of the modems before the step of generating the 
service record identifying modem-based services to the first communication 
device so that based on the result of the confirmation, the second 
communication device would generate the service record identifying modem- 
based services accurately to the first communication device. 

-Claims 2 and 4 are rejected with similar reasons set forth for claim 21. 
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-As per claim 3, Ayyagari et al discloses that the communicating is 
implemented by 

Service Discovery Protocol (SDP) (41 5) installed in the first and second 

communication 

Devices (see figure 4). 

-As per claim 5, Ayyagari et al in view of Wang and Williams et al 
discloses step of detecting whether a phone line is plugged into a phone jack 
connected to the modem (see Wang, figure 1 , col. 1 line 52 to col. 2, line 55). 

-As per claim 6, Ayyagari et al in view of Wang and Williams et al 
discloses step of determining a voltage difference between wires of a phone 
line connected to the modem (see Wang, col. 1 line 52 to col. 2, line 55). 

-As per claim 7, as discussed for claim 1 , in Ayyagari et al invention, in 
view of Wang and Williams et al, the service record identifying the modem- 
based services would be generated if the first determining step determines 
that the modem is present in the second communication device, and if the 
second determining step determines that a proper phone line connection 
exists in the second communication device. 
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-As per claim 9, Ayyagari et al invention in view of Wang and Williams et 
al would be capable of ^generating a message informing the first 
communication device that there is no proper phone line connection when the 
second determining step determines that no proper phone line connection 
exists in the second communication device as a reply of deny availability of the 
requested services (see Ayyagari et al, (825) of figure 8, and section [0065]). 

-As per claim 1 0, Ayyagari et al in view of Wang and Williams et al 
discloses that the modem-based services could include a Dial-up Networking 
Gateway service (see Ayyagari et al, section [0044] . 

-Claims 14, 19, and 32 are rejected with similar reasons set forth for 
claim 1 . 

-Claim 22 is rejected with similar reasons set forth for claims 1 , 2 and 4. 
-Claim 23 is rejected with similar reasons set forth for claim 3. 
-Claim 24 is rejected with similar reasons set forth for claim 5. 
-Claim 25 is rejected with similar reasons set forth for claim 6. 
-Claim 27 is rejected with similar reasons set forth for claim 9. 
-Claim 28 is rejected with similar reasons set forth for claim 10. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 8, 1 2, 1 7, 26 and 30 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form 
including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed on 1 2/1 3/04 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Sanh D Phu whose telephone number 
is (703)305-8635. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-1 6:30. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7- 
9197 (toll-free). 

Sanh D. Phu 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2682 
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